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U N I V E R S I T Y  OF C O L O 3 A D 3  
M E D I C b L  CENTER 

DENVER.  COLORADO 83262 
B O X  C-245 

X H O O L  O F  M E D I C I N E  
> L C A O T Y C N '  O F  C R C V L I I T l V L  Y c 0 1 c 1 k . L  

A N D  C O Y C I E * L N S I V C  H C A L T M  C A R L  

1 1  Flay 1978 

Mr. W.H. Pennington, D i r e c t o r  
O f f i c e  of  NEPA Coordinat ion 
U.S. Department of  Energy 
Nashinpton, D.C. 20545 

Dear Mr. Pennington: 
Re: Hearinas  i n  Denver on Rocky F l a t s  

DEIS, scheduled  24 Ray 1978 

This  i s  i n  response t o  your  l e t t e r  o f  24 A p r i l ,  which was rece ived  i n  rn:: 
o f f i c e  only o n  1 May,and which I am only  now a b l e  t o  answer because I w a s  
o u t  of town dur ing  the  f i r s t  week in  tilay. Let  me say  a t  t h e  o u t s e t  t h a t  
I o b j e c t  s t r e n u o u s l y  t o  t h e  s h o r t  n o t i c e  f o r  t h i s  h e a r i n g .  A proper  pre- 
p a r a t i o n  of tes t imony cannot  be p u t  t o g e t h e r  i n  a few d a y s .  The D L I S  K S S  
publ i shed  i n  September 1977. 

The hearing d a t e  should have been s e t  many months ago;  a n d  i n t e r e s t e d  
p a r t i e s  s h o u l d  have been given a t  l e a s t  two m o n t h s  warning.  On t h i s  b a s ' s ,  
I hereby o f f i c i a l l y  r e q u e s t  a postponement o f  t h e  h e a r i n 9  d a t e .  

I w i l l ,  i n  zny c a s e ,  be a " f u l l  p a r t i c i p a n t "  i n  t h e  p r o c e e d i n g s .  This 
l e t t e r  confirms my t e lephone  c a l l  g i v i n g  n o t i c e  t o  you o f  my i n t e n t i o r !  tr, 
p a r t i c i p a t e .  

I a m ,  a s  you k n o w ,  P r o f e s s o r  of  P r e v e n t i v e  Medicine a t  the  U c i v e r s i t y  ~i 
Colorado a n d  was a member of  t h e  Lam-Mirth Task Force On Rocky F l a t s .  
I am p r e s e n t l y  doing r e s e a r c h  on c o n t r a c t  w i t h  E P A  t o  de te rmine  the  am:J,r,t 
of  piutonium i n  t h e  t i s s u e s  o f  people l i v i n g  near  Rocky F l a t s ,  a s  C C ~ T I ~ ? Y - ' ~ ~  
w i t h  those l i v i n g  a t  a d i s t a n c e .  

The t e x t  o f  my s t a t e m e n t  cannot  be given i n  d e t a i l  now because o f  lack c f  
time t o  prepare  i t .  B r i e f l y ,  i t  w i l l  c o n s i s t  o f  t h e  f o l l o w i n s :  

I w i l l  summarize o u r  f i n d i n g s  a s  a member of  the Lamm-Wirth Task Force 
on Rccky i l a t s ,  summarize r e c e n t  r e l a t e d  r e s e a r c h  which I a n d  o t h e r s  have 
done, i n c l u d i n g  Or. Thomas Mancuso, Or. Irwin Bross and Dr. R o s a l i e  B e r t e l l  
r e g a r d i n g  t h e  e f f e c t s  of  low-level  r a d i a t i o n  on human h e a l t h .  

I in tend t o  c a l l  s e v e r a l  w i t n e s s e s  inc luding  people  o r  t h e  f a m i l i e s  
o f  people  who have workea a t  o r  l i v e d  near  Rocky F l a t s  and have s u f f e r e d  
frcm s i y i f i c a n i  h e s l t h  e f f e c t s .  Eecause the time was t o o  shor t ,  I cannot  
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g ive  you the  names of  t hese  wi tnesses  now. I n  g e n e r a l ,  they wi l l  p re sen t  
testimony t h a t  they have su f fe red  hea l th  e f f e c t s ,  and t h a t  t h e s e  might 
have been r e l a t e d  t o  t h e i r  work or p lace  of r e s idence  near  Rocky F l a t s .  
I w i l l  a t tempt  t o  show t h a t  t he  r e c e n t  research  which I w i l l  sumiar ize  
makes i t  reasonable  t o  be l i eve  t h a t  t hese  hea l th  e f f e c t s  could have been 
caused by po l lu t ion  of the  a i r ,  s o i l ,  o r  water by plutonium and o t h e r  
substances coming from Rocky F l a t s .  

I w i l l  review each of t h e  ques t ions  which I wrote t o  you i n  response 
t o  t h e  "Omnibus Env i ron rnen ta l 'Assessmen t  f o r  t he  Rocky F l a t s  F l a n t  of 
EFtDA" dated May 1975, and show how the  Draf t  EIS of September 1977 a n d  
t h e  "S ta f f  Statement i n  Response t o  Comments Received," da ted  April  197: 
have f a i l e d  t o  adequately address  them. These ques t ions  a r e  contained 
i n  t h r e e  l e t t e r s  t o  you d a t e d  22 August, 26 A u g u s t ,  and 4 September 1975, 
a n d  comprise a t o t a l  of 13 pages.  

F i n a l l y ,  I w i l l  review my comments, in  my l e t t e r  t o  you dated 
14 November 1 9 7 7 ,  on the  Draf t  Environmental Impact S ta tement ,  a n d  shoi: 
how t h e s e  have not been adequately addressed in  the  " S t a f f  Statement  i n  
Response t o  Comments Received" dated April 1978. 

Properly t o  present  a l l  the above testimony a t  t he  pub l i c  hear ing w o u l d  
t ake  a t  l e a s t  t h r e e  hours.  I be l i eve  a l l  o f  t h i s  testimony i s  pe r t inen t  
t o  the  hear ing and cannot l e g i t i m a t e l y  be ruled o u t .  I l o o k  forward t o  
hear ing from you regarding t h e  d a t e  and time a t  which I should appea?-.  
I t rust  you w i l l  postpone t h e  hear ing d a t e ,  o r  a t  l e a s t  cont inue  the  
hear ings  t o  a l a t e r  d a t e ,  so t h a t  I can have the  necessary t i n e  t o  p re -  
pare  my testimony and give you a d e t a i l e d  document which would save 
cons iderable  time a t  t he  hear ing .  

Yours s i n c e r e l y ,  

John C .  Cobb, M . D . ,  M.P.R. 
Professor  
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